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CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
8787 Georgia Avenue • Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

DATE:

TO: Robert Hubbard, Acting Director
Department of Permitting Services

FROM: Gwen Wrio Historic Preservation Coordinator
Montgomery County Department of Park and Planning

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit

The Montgomery County. Historic Preservation Commission has
reviewed the attached application for a Historic Area Work
Permit. The application was:

Approved Denied

Approved with Conditions:

-f v h l ~rA4 .# /  I P7;e N _ R
J

~ 44/4 .d'

/p%z4e-t3.

OC';Irrr -6 vse T- ru a,1,ly

/A.4- P1~4

(DS- sef
M

THE BUILDING PERMIT FOR THIS PROJECT SHALL BE ISSUED CONDITIONAL
UPON ADHERENCE TO THE APPROVED HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT (HAWP).

p, rcl~ r e,

Applicant: kre f >~

Address: k- 3 2

***THE APPLICANT MUST ARRANGE FOR A FIELD INSPECTION BY CALLING
THE DEPARTMENT OF PERMITTING SERVICES AT 217-6240 FIVE DAYS PRIOR
TO COMMENCEMENT OF WORK AND WITHIN TWO WEEKS FOLLOWING COMPLETION
OF WORK.***
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• 17 76 • HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
~RYLI, 301/495-4570

APPUCATION' FOR
HISTORIC AREA WORK PERMIT

ComactPerson:

Daytime Phone No.:1— ~a

Tax Account No.:

Name of Property 

t
IM 0_0-AC~— 

6y.~ 
All 0~~ Daytime Phone No.:

Address: -.( 
Street Number city Staet Zip Code

Contracton: J-7TVi5 Al01?PN(I Phone No.: 3C7 -'IYq 1;527

Contractor Registration No.: /M P) 10 Z//34/77

Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

LOCWrION OF BUILDING/PREMISE

House Number: 9 Street
—T ,

Town/City: Rj ►^DO ke V; I C. - Nearest Cross.Sireet.•,-..M Ak 
KC__ 

.7
Lot: Block: Subdivision:

Liber: 5q0 1- Folio: Parcel:

1A. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:

Construct ❑ Extend ❑ After/Renovate ❑ A/C ❑ Slab ❑ Room Addition Porchr ❑ Deck ❑ Shed

❑ Move O Install Wreck/Raze ❑Soler ❑Fireplace" ❑ Woodtiurrrihy Stove' ❑ Single_ aimity

❑ Revision ❑ pepair ❑Revocable ❑4enceMl Olt' orfipfete sectio''r14j ̀ ❑ Oi}ieri '

B. Construction cost estimate: $162.00-00  
4.nr..: .-.7

11C.  If this is a revision of s'previously'approved active permit see Permit # 

PARTTWO: COMPLETE FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/ADDITIONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 V WSSC 02 ❑ Septic 03 ❑ Other:

Type of water supply: 01 WSSC 02 ❑ Well ' 03--b Other:

A HREE: COMPLETE ONLY FENCE/RETAINING WALL

3A. Height feet inches

3B. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations:

❑ On patty line/property line L:]' Entirely on land of owner ❑ On public right of way/easement

I hereby certify that I have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct and that the construction will comply with plans
approved by all agencies fistq# and I hereby a knowledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit.

V ( Signature of owner or ",,,.d Date
• .isms.,._ a^_ .. .. .... .. .. .. .... r.. ,_ .. ..

Approved: Ac TV4.' For erson, I Ill'font Pre'sAMton eommissiori

Disapproved: Signature: Dine:

Application/Permit No.:s• ate F/. Date Issued:

SFE REVERSE SICIF''FOR INSTRUCTIONS•"`~ 4i.;

2 ~~ C,-7C
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CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
8787 Georgia Avenue • Silver Spring, Maryland 20910-3760

DATE:

TO: Historic Ar a Work Permit Applicants1.

FROM: Gwen Marcu , Historic Preservation Coordinator
Design, Zoning, and Preservation Division
M-NCPPC

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application - Approval of
Application/ Release of Other Required Permits

Enclosed is a copy of your Historic Area Work Permit application,
approved by the Historic Preservation Commission at its recent
meeting, and a transmittal memorandum stating conditions (if any)
of approval.

You may now apply for a county building permit from the Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection (DEP), at 250 Hungerford Drive,
Second Floor, in Rockville. Please note that although your work
has been approved by the Historic Preservation Commission, it
must also be approved by DEP before work can begin.

When you file for your building permit at DEP, you must take with

that will be mailed to you directly from DEP. These forms are
proof that the Historic Preservation Commission has reviewed your
project. For further information about filing procedures or
materials for your county building permit review, please call DEP
at 217-6370.

If your project changes in any way from the approved plans,
either before you apply for your building permit or even after
the work has begun, please contact the Historic Preservation
Commission staff at 495-4570.

Please also note that you must arrange for a field inspection for
conformance with your approved HAWP plans. Please inform
DEP/Field Services at 217-6240 of your anticipated work schedule.

Thank you very much for your patience and good luck with your
project!
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DATE: -? .

CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION
8787 Georgia Avenue a Silver Spring. Maryland 20910-3760

TO: Local Advisory Panel/Town Government

FROM: Historic Prese N ion, M-NCPPC
Robin D. Zi,storic Preservation Planner
Perry Kephart, Historic Preservation Planner

SUBJECT: Historic Area Work Permit Application - HPC Decision

The Historic Preservation Commission reviewed this project on oZ q
A copy of the HPC decision is enclosed for your information.

Thank you for providing your comments to the HPC. Community involvement is a
key component of historic preservation in Montgomery County. If you have any
questions, please do not hesitate to call this office at (301) 495-4570.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMIVIISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9 High Street

Resource: Brookeville Historic District

Case Number: 23/65-97C (CONTINUED)

Public Notice: 7/9/97

Applicant: Michael G. Murphy

PROPOSAL: Remove existing porch;
construct new front porch.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

RESOURCE: Primary Resource

STYLE: Vernacular Colonial Revival

DATE: 1900-1930's

Date: 7/23/97

Review: HAWP

Tax Credit: No

Report Date: 7/16/97

Staff: Robin D. Ziek

RECOMMENDATIONS: APPROVAL
w/CONDITIONS

The applicant appeared before the HPC on 6/25/97 (see Circle I ~ ' ~() with a
proposal to remove the existing front porch and entry porch for the in-law apartment addition, and
construct a continuous porch which would connect all three "front" entrances (including the
entrance on the side into the sun porch). The HPC discussed that a wrap-around porch could be
considered incompatible with the Colonial Revival architecture, but that the drawings were
incomplete, and provided insufficient information about design and construction for an HPC vote.
The applicant indicated a willingness to defer the HPC decision, pending submission of more
complete drawings and information, and a possible redesign of the project.

The existing house is 2-story wood frame, with many additions. The main portion is a
simple three-bay house with gable roof parallel to the street. The front door is covered with a small
front-facing gable porch which is approximately 8' wide. Two Doric columns support the porch
roof, standing on a brick and concrete stoop with brick and concrete steps and a metal handrail.

To the left side of the front door, stands the in-law apartment addition, which is a large one-
story front-facing gable structure with its own front door protected with a metal awning. This door
also has a brick and concrete stoop. On the right side of the house is a one-story sun porch with
casement windows. This is used as the main entrance for the family, due to its proximity to
parking. There are also two more additions at the rear of the house which can be see in the
drawings of the right (south) side elevation, including a large deck at the rear of the house.

The resource dates to the tail end of the designated historic era, and is much later than the
late 18th/early 19th century which is the most important historic period for the town. After this
period in Brookeville's history, the town continued to grow slowly through relatively small lot
development in town, while still maintaining an edge within the rural context. The subject property
is one of many which was built in the 20th century, and Staffreview of this vernacular structure is
made with this in mind.

0
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PROJECT PROPOSAL

The applicant has revised his original proposal and presents two basic alternatives to the
HPC for consideration.

Alternate 1: This is a modification of the earlier proposal, with a continuous porch roof
covering all three entrances. (See Circle 45

After the removal of the existing front porch, the applicant would build a full-width porch
with a hipped roof which would engage both the front door for the left side addition and the side
entrance to the sun porch. The new porch would extend beyond the plane of the side door by
approximately 2-1/2'. The full extent of the porch along the front of the house would be 43.

The primary front door into the original part of the house would be accentuated with a
small gable in the roof. The columns would be 8"-round Doric columns, similar to those currently
on the house. The new porch roof would tie into the side tin roof with a return past the sun porch
doorway. The porch ceiling would be tongue-and-groove wood. The porch floor could be either
of two options proposed:

Option A: Pour a concrete slab on grade , and construct steps at each entrance to
accommodate the grade at the doorway. ( (a r _ 5)

Option B: Build porch floor in the more typical configuration, with exterior steps leading up
to the porch at the dripline. Use 2" x 6" pressure-treated lumber for the flooring. i r.c (e t, `

Alternate 2: Maintain three separate porch/entry conditions for the three entrance doors.
(See Circle f/, /c, i I I ( 2 .)

After the removal of the existing front porch, the applicant would build a full-width porch
with a hipped roof along the front of the main part of the house only. He would build a small gable
roof over the side apartment entrance, and would add a small shed roof at the side door. At all
points required, the new columns would be 8"-round Doric columns, similar to those currently on
the house. The new porch roofs would be tin, to match the existing sun porch roof. The porch
ceiling would be tongue-and-groove wood. The porch floor only would be continuous along the
entire length from the apartment entrance to the sun porch entrance. This floor could be either of
two options proposed:

Option A: Pour a concrete slab on grade , and construct steps at each entrance to
accommodate the grade at the doorway. (fie Cj,,,Je_ q

Option B: Build porch floor in the more typical configuration, with exterior steps leading up
to the porch at the dripline. Use 2" x 6" pressure-treated lumber for the flooring. Sec Cc(e_ 1

Railing:

In both Alternative 1 and 2, the applicant proposes to build a porch(s) without railings. At
the front of the house, there is only 16" to a typical porch floor level. At the side, however, the
grade is lower, and there would be 35"-40" difference. The County Code stipulates that porch
railings must be provided if the porch floor is 30" or more above grade. At the stairs, a railing must
be provided if there are three or more risers. It appears, therefore that a railing would be required
for the porch deck at the corner by the sun porch where the grade drops to the side of the house
and at the side door, where there are 3 risers.



L
]

Either Alternative is more consistent with the Colonial Revival architecture than the
original proposal. Alternative 1, with the front-facing gable, provides some focus at the main
entrance and also breaks up the sweeping line of the continuous porch roof. Alternative 2 is
basically a variation of the existing conditions. Option A of both Alternatives, however, would
not be consistent with the historic district.

With Option A, the applicant proposes to use a concrete slab under the porch roof. This is
not a typical configuration for several reasons. 1) Historically, the porch roof provided protection
from sun and rain for both the porch decking and for the people utilizing the porch. Poured
concrete is a material which does not have to be shielded from the weather, and has been more
typically used for patios, or walks and driveways; 2) In addition, the use of a slab on grade, would
give rise to another atypical situation of having individual steps at each doorway of varying heights
to accommodate the grade changes; 3) The proportions of the columns would be too tall in
relation to the front door; and 4) The use of a concrete slab at the front of the house is also
inconsistent with the wood frame construction and with wooden porch construction in general.
For these reasons, staff does not support Option A of either proposed Alternative.

Alternative 2 is an interesting compromise solution by maintaining separate porch roofs for
each entrance, while providing a connection to all three doorways with a continuous porch floor.
Staff feels that the proposed use of pressure-treated wood flooring makes sense in terms of the use
of the unroofed sections. However, the proposal calls for the porch construction without any
railing at all. According to the County codes, the applicant would need a railing for a portion of the
porch because the grade is 30" or greater. It would be awkward to have a railing only at the
section closest to the sun porch, and especially if there was a railing at the corner section between
porch roofs.

For this reason, staff feels that Alternative 1, Option B is the preferred proposal. Staff also
feels that there should be a continuous porch railing (except for the openings for each doorway). In
this way, the use of pressure-treated wood for the porch decking would not be apparent from the
public right-of-way, and there would be one porch railing treatment even though the grade changes
across the site. Staff notes, however, that the applicant could utilize traditional tongue-and-
groove flooring for a fully covered porch, and this would be most consistent with porch
construction in general. Staff is aware that such flooring requires painting for weather protection
because such thin wood does not come pressure-treated. The applicant could, however, extend the
life of this porch decking by the application of a paintable water-repellent preservative prior to
painting the floor with a porch paint.

As the applicant's proposal does not include the installation of a porch railing, staff notes
that the porch should have a railing to address the county code requirements. The railing should
utilize simple pickets which are inset to the top and bottom rail so as to sit within the plane of the
top and bottom rails.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that, with the following conditions, the Commission find this proposal
consistent with the purposes of Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical, archeological, architectural or
cultural features of the historic site, or the historic district in which an historic resource is located and
would not be detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the purposes of this chapter;

03



and with .Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation 910:

New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed in the
future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

CONDITIONS:

1. The new porch will conform to Alternative #1, Option B in the application.

2. The porch railing; if required by County Code, will extend the full length of the porch,
and utilize inset pickets.

3. The porch floor will utilize typical tongue-and-groove flooring running perpendicular to
the house.

4. All new wood surfaces will be painted.

5. Before application for a building permit at DPS, the applicant will provide detailed
drawings of the proposed porch, including specifications for the porch columns, the
porch ceiling, the porch floor, and the porch railing for HPC staff to review and stamp.

and subject to the general condition that the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the
Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), Field Services Office, five
days prior to commencement of work and within two weeks following completion of work.

ED
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9 High Street Date: 6/25/97

Resource: Brookeville Historic District

Case Number: 23/65-97C

Public Notice: 6/11/97

Applicant: Michael G. Murphy

PROPOSAL: Remove existing porch;
construct new front porch.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

RESOURCE: Primary Resource

STYLE: Vernacular Colonial Revival

DATE: 1900-1930's

Review: HAWP

Tax Credit: No

Report Date: 6/18/97

Staff: Robin D. Ziek

W

0l

15Y

I~ 01174fly
v

A) 
C1051

RECOMMENDATIONS: APPROVAL h7 n
w/CONDITIONS LaNG

pvf(l Glq 110

(hocAr Cal I, Fi-o"

The existing house is 2-story wood frame, with many additions. The main portion is a
simple three-bay house with gable roof parallel to the street. The front door is covered with a small
front-facing gable porch which is approximately 8' wide. Two Doric columns support the porch
roof, standing on a relatively new brick stoop with brick steps and a metal handrail.

On the left side of the main block of the house, there is a large one-story addition with a
separate front door entrance protected with a metal awning. This door also has a brick stoop. On
the right side of the house is a one-story sun porch with casement windows. Access to this porch is
provided by a door on the side elevation. There are also two more additions at the rear of the
house which can be see in the drawings of the right (south) side elevation, including a large deck at
the rear of the house.

The resource is characterized as a Primary Resource in the Brookeville Historic District.
But it dates to the tail end of the designated historic era, and is much later than the late 18th/early
19th century which is the most important historic period for the town. This house is one of many
which was built as the town developed in the 20th century, and certainly contributes to the small
town character, which was characterized as small lot development for a town within a rural
context. Staff review of this vernacular structure is made with this in mind.

PROJECT PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to remove the existing front porch and build a large full-width front
porch with a hipped roof which actually engages both the front door for the left side addition, and
provides access to the side entrance to the right side sun porch. The sun porch is set back from the
front plane of the house by approximately one foot, and the new porch would extend beyond the
plane of the side door by approximately 2-1/2. The full extent of the front porch would be
approximately 43'.



• The applicant proposes to use 4x4 posts for columns. There is little information about the
design of the porch railing. There is no information about the proposed porch flooring or ceiling
material or design. The new porch roof would be metal to match the existing right-side porch roof.

STAFF COMMENTS

The existing porch is a Colonial Revival element which is consistent with the construction
of the original house. There have, however, been many changes to this property, mainly in the form
of new additions, and the original porch stoop and front steps have been replaced at some point.

The proposed use of a full-width front porch is not atypical with the Colonial Revival style.
The variety within this style ranges from high-style to simple worker housing. Elements which
might appear throughout are use of classical motifs, including multi-light windows, classical details
in door surrounds, use of one of the classical orders for columns, and a sense of simplicity with
elaboration restricted to entrances, cornices and windows.

The proposed porch would be the strongest element on the front elevation of this house.
The house currently reads as a compilation of additions, and this proposed new porch would be a
unifying element which would actual screen the various additions. As such, it should be designed
as an asset to the site.

Staff feels that the porch application is too schematic, even though it is
understandable in concept. The proposed use of 4x4 posts is inadequate, especially as the
original front porch utilizes Doric columns in the best tradition of the colonial revival style. Staff
feels that the original columns should serve as the model for the columns for the proposed porch.

The proposal also does not include details of the porch railing, yet there will be an extensive
run of railing on the main facade along High Street. Staff feels that it is important to build a porch
which will be in character with the existing structure itself. The pickets should be simple in form
and inset to the top and bottom rail so as to sit within the plane of the top and bottom rails. All
new wood surfaces should be painted, in keeping with the original house, although the UPC does
not review paint color itself. The porch flooring has not been specified, although the owner has
informally told staff that he intends to use tongue and groove flooring, which would be appropriate.

Staff notes that there is some discrepancy in the drawings with regard to the corner where
the sun porch is located. The plan, as shown on Circle /0, does not show the roof as contiguous
with the existing sun porch roof. This is shown, however, in the elevation drawing on Circle
The applicant should re-examine this corner, and work out this discrepancy.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that, with the following conditions, the Commission find this proposal
consistent with the purposes of Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical, archeological, architectural or
cultural features of the historic site, or the historic district in which an historic resource is located and
would not be detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the purposes of this chapter;

and with Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation #10:

New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed in the
future, the essential foram and integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

CONDITIONS: 6a



1. Before the HAWP is transmitted to DPS, the applicant will provide for staff review
detailed drawings of the proposed porch, including specifications for the porch columns,
the porch ceiling, the porch floor, and the porch railing.

2. The new porch columns will be similar in design to the existing columns.

3. The porch railing will utilize inset pickets.

4. The porch floor will utilize typical tongue and groove flooring running perpendicular to
the house.

5. All new wood surfaces will be painted

and subject to the general condition that the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the
Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), Field Services Office, five
days prior to commencement of work and within two weeks following completion of work.
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One and Two Family Dwelling Code

SECTION R-214—HANDRAILS AND GUARDRAILS
R-214.1 Handrails: Handrails having minimum and maximum heights
of 30 inches and 38 inches, respectively, measured vertically from the
nosing of the treads, shall be provided on at least one side of stairways of
three or more risers. Spiral stairways and winders shall have the required
handrail located on the outside radius. All required handrails shall be
continuous the full length of the stairs. Ends shall be returned or shall
terminate in newel posts or safety terminals.

The handgrip portion of the handrails shall not be more than 2 5/8
inches in cross-sectional dimension, or the shape shall provide an
equivalent gripping surface. The handgrip portion of handrails shall have
a smooth surface with no sharp corners.

Handrails projecting from a wall shall have a space of not less than 1 1/2
inches between the wall and the handrail.

R-214.2 Guardrails: Porches, balconies or raised floor surfaces located
more than 30 inches above the floor or grade below shall have guardrails
not less than 36 inches in height.

Open sides of stairs with a total rise of more than 30 inches above the
floor or grade below shall have guardrails not less than 34 inches in height
measured vertically from the nosing of the treads.

Required guardrails on open sides of stairways, raised floor areas,
balconies and porches shall have intermediate rails or ornamental closures
which will not allow passage of an object 6 inches or more in diameter.
Horizontal spacing between the vertical members in required guardrails
shall be a maximum of 4 inches at the nearest point between the members.

Exception: The triangular openings formed by the riser, tread and
bottom rail of a guard at the open side of a stairway may be of such a
size that a sphere 6 inches in diameter cannot pass through.

SECTION R-215—SMOKE DETECTORS
R-215.1 Smoke detectors required: Smoke detectors shall be installed
outside of each separate sleeping area in the immediate vicinity of the
bedrooms and on each additional story of the dwelling, including
basements and cellars but not including crawl spaces and uninhabitable
attics. In dwellings or dwelling units with split levels, a smoke detector
need be installed only on the upper level, provided the lower level is less
than one full story below the upper level, except that if there is a door
between levels then a detector is required on each level. All detectors shall
be interconnected such that the actuation of one alarm will actuate all the
alarms in the individual unit and shall provide an alarm which will be
audible in all sleeping areas. All detectors shall be approved and listed and
shall be installed in accordance with the manufacturer's instructions.

When alterations, repairs or additions requiring a permit occur, or when
one or more sleeping rooms are added or created in existing dwellings, the
entire building shall be provided with smoke detectors located as required

20

for new dwellings; the smoke detectors ac
interconnected unless other remodeling consider,
the appropriate wall and ceiling coverings
interconnected wiring.

R-215.2 Power source: Required smoke dete
primary power from the building wiring when suc.
commercial source, and when primary power is .
power from a battery. Wiring shall be per:
disconnecting switch other than those required fc
Smoke detectors may be battery operated whe
without commercial power.

SECTION R-216—FOAM PL

R-216.1 General: The provisions of this s,
requirements and uses of foam plastic insulation.

Except where otherwise noted in Section R-2.
foam plastic cores in manufactured assem'
construction shall have a flame-spread rating of nc
have a smoke-developed rating of not more thar
maximum thickness intended for use in accordan(.
in Section S-26.216.

Foam plastic, except where otherwise noted,
interior of a building by an approved thermal ban
wallboard or equivalent thermal barrier mater
average temperature rise of the unexposed surfi
degrees F. after 15 minutes of fire exposure com
time-temperature curve of ASTM E119 listed it
equivalence may be determined through the
Horizontal Exposure Furnace."

The thermal barrier shall be installed in such a
in place for the duration of the particular test use
in either UL 1715, FM 4880, or UL 1040 listed
meet the acceptance criteria thereof.

i R-216.2 Specific requirements: The following
' to all uses of foam plastic unless specifically appr

Section R-216.3 or by other sections of the code.

R-216.2.1 Masonry or concrete construction:
used without the thermal barrier described in Sk

s foam plastic is protected by a minimum 1-inch
concrete.

l R-216.2.2 Roofing: Foam plastic may be u;
assembly without the thermal barrier when the fo;
interior of the building by plywood sheathing ni
thickness bonded with exterior glue, with edge
tongue-and-groove joints or other approved typt
equivalent material. Foam plastic roof insulation



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION STAFF REPORT

Address: 9 High Street Date: 6/25/97 ?Jea~
Resource: Brookeville Historic District

Case Number: 23/65-97C

Public Notice: 6/11/97

Applicant: Michael G. Murphy

PROPOSAL: Remove existing porch;
construct new front porch.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

RESOURCE: Primary Resource

STYLE: Vernacular Colonial Revival -

DATE: 1900-1930's

Review: HAWP

Tax Credit: No

Report Date: 6/18/97

Staff: Robin D. Ziek
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The existing house is 2-story wood frame, with many additions. The main portion is a
simple three-bay house with gable roof parallel to the street. The front door is covered with a small
front-facing gable porch which is approximately 8' wide. Two Doric columns support the porch
roof, standing on a relatively new brick stoop with brick steps and a metal handrail.

On the left side of the main block of the house, there is a large one-story addition with a
separate front door entrance protected with a metal awning. This door also has a brick stoop. On
the right side of the house is a one-story sun porch with casement windows. Access to this porch is
provided by a door on the side elevation. There are also two more additions at the rear of the
house which can be see in the drawings of the right (south) side elevation, including a large deck at
the rear of the house.

The resource is characterized as a Primary Resource in the Brookeville Historic District.
But it dates to the tail end of the designated historic era, and is much later than the late 18th/early
19th century which is the most important historic period for the town. This house is one of many
which was built as the town developed in the 20th century, and certainly contributes to the small
town character, which was characterized as small lot development for a town within a rural
context. Staff review of this vernacular structure is made with this in mind.

PROJECT PROPOSAL

The applicant proposes to remove the existing front porch and build a large full-width front
porch with a hipped roof which actually engages both the front door for the left side addition, and
provides access to the side entrance to the right side sun porch. The sun porch is set back from the
front plane of the house by approximately one foot, and the new porch would extend beyond the
plane of the side door by approximately 2-1/2'. The full extent of the front porch would be
approximately 43'.

0



The applicant proposes to use 4x4 posts for columns. There is little information about the
design of the porch railing. There is no information about the proposed porch flooring or ceiling
material or design. The new porch roof would be metal to match the existing right-side porch roof.

STAFF COMMENTS

The existing porch is a Colonial Revival element which is consistent with the construction
of the original house. There have, however, been many changes to this property, mainly in the form
of new additions, and the original porch stoop and front steps have been replaced at some point.

The proposed use of a full-width front porch is not atypical with the Colonial Revival style.
The variety within this style ranges from high-style to simple worker housing. Elements which
might appear throughout are use of classical motifs, including multi-light windows, classical details
in door surrounds, use of one of the classical orders for columns, and a sense of simplicity with
elaboration restricted to entrances, cornices and windows.

The proposed porch would be the strongest element on the front elevation of this house.
The house currently reads as a compilation of additions, and this proposed new porch would be a
unifying element which would actual screen the various additions. As such, it should be designed
as an asset to the site.

Staff feels that the porch application is too schematic, even though it is
understandable in concept. The proposed use of 4x4 posts is inadequate, especially as the
original front porch utilizes Doric columns in the best tradition of the colonial revival style. Staff
feels that the original columns should serve as the model for the columns for the proposed porch.

The proposal also does not include details of the porch railing, yet there will be an extensive
run of railing on the main facade along High Street. Staff feels that it is important to build a porch
which will be in character with the existing structure itself. The pickets should be simple in form
and inset to the top and bottom rail so as to sit within the plane of the top and bottom rails. All
new wood surfaces should be painted, in keeping with the original house, although the UPC does
not review paint color itself. The porch flooring has not been specified, although the owner has
informally told staff that he intends to use tongue and groove flooring, which would be appropriate.

Staff notes that there is some discrepancy in the drawings with regard to the corner where
the sun porch is located. The plan, as shown on Circle /0, does not show the roof as contiguous
with the existing sun porch roof. This is shown, however, in the elevation drawing on Circle
The applicant should re-examine this corner, and work out this discrepancy.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that, with the following conditions, the Commission find this proposal
consistent with the purposes of Chapter 24A-8(b)2:

The proposal is compatible in character and nature with the historical, archeological, architectural or
cultural features of the historic site, or the historic district in which an historic resource is located and
would not be detrimental thereto or to the achievement of the purposes of this chapter;

and with Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation #10:

New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed in the
future, the essential form and 'integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired.

CONDITIONS: G



0 •
1. Before the HAWP is transmitted to DPS, the applicant will provide for staff review
detailed drawings of the proposed porch, including specifications for the porch columns,
the porch ceiling, the porch floor, and the porch railing.

2. The new porch columns will be similar in design to the existing columns.

3. The porch railing will utilize inset pickets.

4. The porch floor will utilize typical tongue and groove flooring running perpendicular to
the house.

5. All new wood surfaces will be painted.

and subject to the general condition that the applicant arrange for a field inspection by calling the
Montgomery County Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), Field Services Office, five
days prior to commencement of work and within two weeks following completion of work.

V
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Contact Person:

__ —___-. __ ----------_._--- — --- Daytime Phone No.:
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-. 

Name of Property Owner —_MA~ ~ ---roc,- —,A ~ D ~-'H me Phone No. Z Z~ --

Address. t/.{;,Ak' e{?~ni{n.~'~{., ti..

Contractorr TTZ--►~i%l PTione-

Contractor Registration No.: M r-i lC L.//3L/-

Agent for Owner: Daytime Phone No.:

00N OF BUILDINIMPREMISE

House Number: /r' -I Stream I-I 1 C,

~~~,~ ~~,~~ ems.Town/City:Iro0 jce v I I ~) r+l^ y 1iQRC'' <;' ii'tiOC~`*SiC

Lot Block: Subdivision:

Liber: O Folio: Parcel:

PART ONE: TYPE OF PERMITACTIONANDUSE

IA. CHECK ALL APPLICABLE: CHECK ALL APPLICABLE:
?iti'OirA`21.3. 04?A2AAJ9 E
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B. Construction cost estimate: $ 10,  060,0 D
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PAR TWO: COMPLETE R NEW CONSTRUCTION AND EXTEND/AODMONS

2A. Type of sewage disposal: 01 C WSSC 02 ❑ Septic 03 ❑ Other '0

v lO C': is { gl ;.ri; ~'Ol. 9riJ TO AiG:V Br^1 1 s`- r~ fl~fli 70j bd+? 1^•r,7 S9ii G9::5:::.:°JI'8T. bnii al6•'~:ns' r~ fl : :4 lS:9fac_•2'B. Type of water suppty: 01 1NS~SC 02 Well d3 ~ Other.
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3A. Height feet inches ~^
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36. Indicate whether the fence or retaining wall is to be constructed on one of the following locations: z,±gsiVWodq le trot
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I hereby certify that I have the authority to make the foregoing application, that the application is correct and that the construction will comply with plans
approved by all agencies list# and I hereby a owfledge and accept this to be a condition for the issuance of this permit. Y3Ut'_U2 330 .3
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